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REMARKS: 

At the time of the Office Action, claims 1-23 were pending. Claims 21-23 stand 
allowed, claims 3-5, 8-12, 19 and 20 stand objected to, and claims 1, 2, 6, 7 and 13-18 
stand rejected Pursuant to this Amendment, claims 1, 3, 5, 6, 8, 11, 12, 16, 19 and 20 
have been amended. Claims 1-23 remain pending. 

Allowance of claims 21-23 is noted with thanks. 

Claims 3-5, 8-12 and 19 stand objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Accordingly, claims 3, 5 , 8, 11, 
12 and 19 have been so amended. Thus, claims 3, 5, 8, 11, 12 and 19 are allowable. 
Claim 4 depends from claim 3, and claims 9 and 10 depend from claim 8. 

Claim 20 has been amended to overcome the rejection under 35 U.S-C, 112. 
Thus, claim 20 is allowable. 

Claim 6 has been amended to overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 1 12. 

Claims 1, 6 and 13-18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Schoile (USPN 4,21 1,348). Claims 2 and 7 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Schoile in view of Roethel (USPN 4,621,750). These rejections 
are traversed for at least the following reasons* 

Without agreeing with the Examiner as to what is or is not taught by the art of 
record, claims 1 and 16 have been amended to more clearly define what it is the 
applicants regard as their invention. More specifically, claim 1 has been amended to 
recite that the movement restrictor is substantially rigid, and claim 16 has been amended 
to recite that the movement restrictor is disconnected from the valve head when the valve 
is closed. Schoile fails to teach or suggest such limitations. In fact, contrary to the 
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claimed invention, the wall 24 of Scholle is made of a resilient material, and the wall 24 
is connected to the wail 22, bead 26 and lever 40 at all times. Moreover, one skilled in 
the art would not be motivated to modify Scholle to include a substantially rigid 
movement restrictor or to provide a movement restrictor that is disconnected from the 
valve head when the valve is closed, because so modifying Scholle would render the 
device described therein to be inoperable. For at least the foregoing reasons, claims 1 
and 16 arc not anticipated by and patentable over Scholle. Claims 2, 6 B 7, 13-15 and 17- 
18 depend from one of claims 1 and 16, and therefore, are allowable for the same reasons 
applied thereto as well as for the additional subject matter recited therein. It is further 
noted that Roethel fails to compensate for the deficiencies of Scholle. 

Reconsideration of the rejected claims and allowance of all the pending claims is 
respectfully requested. In the event that there are any remaining issues that can be 
addressed and expedited by telephone conference, the Examiner is invited to telephone 
the undersigned at the number indicated below, 

Dlinois Tool Works Inc. B^spectfuUy^bmitted, 


3600 West Lake Avenue 
Glenview, Illinois 60025 
Telephone (847) 657-4075 
FAX (847) 7244160 
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